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REPLY BRIEF 

Dear Sir: 

In the Response to Argument section, the Examiner admits that the Ueda reference (in 
Japanese) was included with the final rejection mailed July 17, 2007 along with an English 
abstract. The Examiner then states: 

l>ie reject - ^ J^h. 1 i ^-nadeicihe 

drawings and the reference characters, which as stated by the applicant, are not 
included in the abstract ~ ed upon the Us \ no! e abstrae 

The a&s're" -j - t * s „_ s 

The Examiner has just made Appellant's point. The Examiner is relying upon the untranslated 
portion of the Ueda patent and not the abstract. This is improper. MPEP §706.02.11 (in pertinent 
part) states: 
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If the document is in a language other than English and the examiner seeks to rely 
on that document, a translation must be obtained so that the record is clear as to 
the precise facts the examiner is relying upon in support of the rejection. The 
record must also be clear as to whether the examiner is relying upon the abstract 
or the full text document to support a rejection. 

Since the Examiner seeks to rely on the Veda patent and no translation was received until receipt 
of the Examiner's Answer, the record is simply not clear as to the precise facts the Examiner is 
relying upon in support of the rejection. Appellant respectfully requests that the rejection be 



Respectfully Submitted, 

CARLSON, GASKEY & OLDS, P.C. 



/David L. Wisz/ 
DAVID L. WISZ 
Registration No. 46,350 
Attorneys for Appellant 
400 West Maple, Suite 350 
Birmingham, Michigan 48009 
(248) 988-8360 

Dated: March 25, 2008 
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